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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I )|3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 June 2001 . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte -Quayle~i 935 CD, 11 7 453 O.G, 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [>3 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) [>3 Claim(s) 8 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on 07 June 2001 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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Art Unit: 2153 

DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first Office action on the merits of this application. Claims 1-18 are 
presented for examination. Note: although certain references were noted as X 
references and Y references on the international search report for the PCT application 
associated with this U.S. application, Examiner has found art that better describes 
Applicant's claimed invention and has elected to use that art in rejecting the claims. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: the word "by" on 
line 2 of the claim appears to be misstated, and would be clearer if replaced with the 
word "from" (i.e. "receiving a first request for information from a first network node"). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-12, and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Netscape Proxy Server Administrator's Guide, Version 3.5 for Unix (from 
http://developer.netscape.com/docs/manuals/proxy.html, hereinafter "NPSD"). 
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In considering claim 1 , NPSD discloses a method to retrieve information, 
comprising: 

receiving a first request for information over a first connection ("client requests a 
web page from the proxy server," p. 24, U 3); 

retrieving said information over a second connection ("the proxy server copies 
the document from the remote server to its local cache," p. 24, U 3); 

detecting that said first con necti on is termina ted ( p . 32, mid- page, "client 
interrupts the data transfer," thereby terminating the connection); 

receiving a second request for said information over a third connection ("client 
requests a document that was previously requested," p. 24, H 4); 

determining whether said second request matches said first request (the proxy 
determines if the requests are for the same document by checking the cache, p. 24, U 
4); and 

sending said information over a third connection to said first network node in 
accordance with the determination ("the proxy returns the document from the cache," p. 
24,H4). 

In considering claim 8, NPSD discloses a method to retrieve information in a 
network, comprising: 

receiving a first request for information from a first network node at a second 
network node over a first connection ("client requests a web page from the proxy 
server," p. 24, H 3); 
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sending said first request over a second connection to a third network node (the 
proxy server sends the request to the remote server, p. 24, 1J 3); 

receiving a notice that the first connection is terminated (p. 32, mid-page, "client 
interrupts the data transfer," thereby terminating the connection, wherein notice is sent 
to the proxy to allow it to determine whether to continue retrieving the file); 

retrieving said information over said second connection at said second node ("the 
proxy server copies the document from the remote server to its local c ache ," p. 24, TJ 3); 

receiving a second request for said information over a third connection at said 
second network node ("client requests a document that was previously requested," p. 
24,11 4); and 

sending said information over a third connection to said first network node ("the 
proxy returns the document from the cache," p. 24, U 4). 

In considering claim 15, claim 15 presents an article with a storage medium and 
instructions for performing the same steps as claim 1 , and is thus rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1 . 

In considering claims 2, 9, and 16, NPSD further discloses that the first request 
comprises a first source address (i.e. the client's IP address) and a first information 
address (i.e. the URL of the remote server), further comprising storing said information 
(the information is "copied into the proxy cache," p. 24, If 4) with said first source 
address and said first information address in an information table (p. 20-21, "Restricting 
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Access," wherein both server URLs and client IP addresses are stored at the proxy 
server to control access to the information, and the table is inherent to store the data) 
prior to receiving the second request. 

In considering claims 3 and 17, NPSD further discloses that the second request 
comprises a second source address (i.e. the client IP address) and a second 
information address (i.e. the ^erver URL), and said determining comprises: 

Searching said information table to determine whether the second source 
address matches the first source address (i.e. providing specific user's access, p. 21, 
"Denying Access to a Resource"); and 

Determining whether said first information address matches said second 
information address (i.e. the proxy determines whether the requested URLs are the 
same to determine whether to use the cached data, p. 24, Tf 3-4). 

In considering claim 4, NPSD further discloses that the source addresses 
comprise Internet addresses ("IP addresses") and the information addresses comprise 
uniform resource locators ("URLs"). 

In considering claims 5 and 1 2, NPSD further discloses that the information is an 
HTML file (p. 5, bottom, "HTML"). 
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In considering claim 7, 14, and 18, NPSD further discloses receiving a request to 
terminate said third connection (inherent after an HTTP request and retrieval of data), 
and terminating the second and third connections (again, inherent in completing the 
data transfer). 

In considering claim 10, NPSD further discloses that the second request 
comprises a second source address ee, the client IP address)_and_a_second 
information address (i.e. the server URL), and said determining comprises: 

Searching said information table to determine whether the second source 
address matches the first source address (i.e. providing specific user's access, p. 21 , 
"Denying Access to a Resource"); and 

Determining whether said first information address matches said second 
information address (i.e. the proxy determines whether the requested URLs are the 
same to determine whether to use the cached data, p. 24, 3-4); and 

Sending the information in accordance with said determination (i.e. the proxy 
sends the information from the cache if the URLs match). 

In considering claim 11, NPSD further discloses that the source addresses 
comprise Internet addresses ("IP addresses") and the information addresses comprise 
uniform resource locators ("URLs"). 



Application/Control Number: 09/877,928 
Art Unit: 2153 



Page 7 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
NPSD, in view of well-known Internet standards. 

In considering claims 6 and 13, although NPSD does not disclose that the 
information comprises an XML file, Examiner takes Official notice that XML is a 
notoriously well-known language for files on the Internet. Given this knowledge, it would 
have been obvious to use XML in the system taught by NPSD, in addition to or instead 
of HTML, because XML has numerous advantages over HTML (such as creation of 
customized tags, supporting links that point to multiple documents, etc.). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradley Edelman whose telephone number is 703-306- 
3041 . The examiner can normally be reached from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on 703-305-4792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unp u blished applications is available throu gh Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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September 16, 2004 



